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SOME NFEW BOOKS.

Richard Copiey (hristie.

Messrs. Longmans, Green & Co., have
published in a large octavo volume of
nearly 400 pages the Selected Kssaya and
Papera of Wichard Copley Christie, edited
with & memoir by WiLLiam A, Sgaw. Mr.
Christie is o aly known, if known at all to
Amerioan readers, as the author of * Etienne
Daolet. the Mawtyr of the Renaissance,” but
by thowe best: gualified to judge he was
recognized as a master of the history of
the Repaissance period, and, but for his
premature death and the physical prostra-
tion which preoided it, he would have car-
ried out his plan. of publishing a series of
biographical studies which, oollectively,
would have prescnted a conspectus of his
chosen field His scholarly attainments
ware the more reinarkable because all of
his adult life was eruployed in profesaional
work and in public affairs.  The breadth
and accuracy of his learning are attested
mot only by his masterpiace, but by the
papers here collectxl, which deal with
such subjects as the Sealigers, Giordano
Brune, George Buchanan, the chronology
of the early Aldines, Elzevir bibliography,
and such literary eurfosities as “The For-
geries of the Abbé Foumont,” and the
treatises “De Tribus Impostolibus ™  In this
volume will also be foamd short lives of the
(hevalier D'Fon; of (lenardus, a scholar
and traveller of the Renaiscance; of Pom-
ponatius, a sceptic of the Renaissance;
and of Banini, who visited England in the
reign of James 1. In his capacity of bhibliog-
rapher, perhaps the most eminent of his
day in England, the author has also much
to tall us about the library of the Marquis
de Morante; the library of the Duce de la
Vallisre; and about the Bignon family,
which, for nearly a century and a half, had
charge of the Royal, now the National,
Library, in Paris. Not only are all of these
papers attractive on the score of style, but
they form a valuable contribution to our
knowledge of the more or less recondite
subject= treated. We shall glance at soma
of the facts brought out in Mr. Christie's
essavs after a brief sketeh of his life

Richard <Copley Christie was born at
lLenton in ‘Nottinghamshhe on the 22d
of July, 1830, He was the son of Lorenzo
Christie, who in 1833 purchased a cotton mill
at Edalein Derbyshire, and carried on busi-
ness as a manufacturer of doubled varn
there until 1881. Lorenzo Christie was the
son of Hector Christie, who migrated from
Scotland toward the close of the eighteenth
contury, and foumded a lace-manufacturing
business a1 Nottingham. Owing to weak
health in his boybood Richard Copley Chrise
tie was not sent to a public school, but
was privately educared.  Maritculating at
Lincoln College, Oxford in 1849, he took
his B. A. degree in 1888, graduating first
class in the School of Law and Modern
History, then newly established at Ox-
ford. His university career was chiefly
noteworthy from his  association with
Mark Pattison, who, as Senior Fellow,
had gradually wrought a transformation
in the discipline and the tone of the
college, so that Lincoln, which in 1840 had
been very low in rank, had risen in 1850
to a creditable position. The well-known
historian, Henry Hallam, was one of the
examiners in the School of Law and Modern
History in 1853, and it was doubtless the
high opinion formed by him of the yvoung
student's work which led him 1o recom-
mend the appointment of Mr. Christie to
the chair of history at Owens College, then
recently started in Manchester. In 1858
Mr. Christie received from Dr. Jowett of
Balliol an offer of the professorship of
history and political economy st the
Elphinstone College, Madras; but he re-
mained faithful to Manchester, with which
his connection was to prove lifelong. In
one faculty or another his work as a pro-
fessor at Owens College covered nearly fifty
vears. In 1884 he was made professor of
politicial economy in addition to his chair
of history, and in 1865 professor of law
and jurisprudence.  In 1868 he resigned
the history chair to A. W. Ward, and the
chair of political ecomony to Stanlev
Jevons; three year later he resigned that
of law to James Bryoe.

His retirement from active participation
in the teaching work at Owens College was
due to the increase of his practice at the
bar. He had entered at Lincoln's Inn in
November, 1854, and began, three years
later, to practice in Manchester, where his
connection as & barrister grew rapidly,
until he became the acknowledged leader
of the Chancery Bar. It was ill health and
that alone which led to his withdrawal
from legal pructice in 1876, In 1872 he had
been appointed by Bishop Fraser (hancellor
of the Diocese of Manchester, and hie con-
tinuned 1o discharge the functions of this
office until December, 1808, when La re-
signed in consegquence of seriously [..lu,.
health  The reputation which he soquired
A8 an eocleslastical lawyer s atteswsd by
the fuet that in 182 Bishop  Durmford
wished to make bt Chanoellor of the Dio
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tion down to the outbreak of the wars of
religion. “I should not know my buginess,”
wrote Lord Acton, *if I did not venture to
express the hope that you will undertake
that portion of the work. Nobody else
can do it so well, and it is so manifestly
yours that the absence of your name would
be remarked at once!” Abroad the recep-
tion of the *Dolet” was flattering, at the
hands not merely of scholars but also of
the French Government itself. M. Goblet,
then Minister of Public Instruction, and
the Paris municipal authorities, ordered
250 coples of the French translation for
distribution among the public libraries of
Paris and the provinces. It is, indeed, the
general verdiet of scholars that the “Dolet”
is an admirable picce of biographical and
bibliographical work. We should add that as
a bibliophile Mr. (‘hristie gathered together
between 7,000 and 8,000 volumes which
for certain special purposes constituted
a collection scarcely paralleled in private
hands. Of early-printed Greek books,
for instance, Mr. Christis had between
four and five hundred volumes of the
fifteenth and early gixteenth centuries,
including most of the editiones principes,
and hooks from the presses af nearly all
the Greek printers of the period. His col-
lection of Aldines included almost all the
books printed by the elder Aldus, and many
of those printed by his successors, as well
as the greater number of the volumes
printed at Lyons and elsewhere in imitation
of the Aldine editions, and known as “Ale
dine counterfeits.” His eight hundred edi-
tions, parts of editions and translations,
of the works of Horace, and of writings
upon that poet, form probably as large
a private collection as has ever been got
together on the subject. When the British
Museum issued the catalogue of its Horace
in 1885, the list comprised 104 complete
editions of the fifteenth and sixteenth
centuries.  Of these Mr. Christie possessed
copies of seventy-geven, and in addition,
had copies of fifty-nine editions which were
not in the Museum, bringing up his total
number to 138,

In one of the papers here reproduced,
Mr. Christie examines the queation whether
(Glordano Bruno was really burned. It
may be remembered that some fifteen or
twenty years ago, M. Deadouits, professor
of piflosophy at the Lycée of Versailles,
undertook in a pamphlet to prove that the
burning of Bruno was a legend reating
on no egolid foundation of faet, but invented
by a Protestant propagandist, with the
view of throwing discredit on the Church
of Rome in general and the Roman Inquisi-
tion in particular. According to M. Des-
douits, the sole piece of evidence on whioch
the burning of Bruno rests is a letter pur-
porting to be written from Rome on Feb
17, 1600, by Gaspar Schoppe, or Scioppius,
to Conrad Rittershusius, professor of law
at Altdorf, giving a detailed account of
the trial of Bruno by the Inquisition, and
of his burning, which, as the writer alleged,
had occurred that day, and at
was present. According to M. Deadouits,
thers are two grave reasons for denying
the authenticity of the letter of Scioppius
First, the letter was found in mysterious
circumstances; secondly, it contains many
passages which it is difficult to attribute
to a friend of the Court of Rome. Mr
Christie pot only finde it easy to refute
these arguments, and to establish the au-
thenticity of the letter, but he goes on to
demonstrate the falsity of the assertion that
the burning of Bruno rests on this letter
alone. Not only does Mersenne, in 1624,
refer to Bruno in the lines cited by Bayle
in his dictionary as “U'n athée brulé en
Italie,” but in the same work, a work that
had a large circulation and was cited by
nearly everv writer on atheism in the sev-
enteenth century, Mersenne remarks, in
speaking of one of Bruno's dialogues, “Ce
wont ces dialogues pour lesquellea il a té
brulé & Rome comme queljues uns m'ont
assuré " implying that it was from contem-
porary information that his knowledge
was derived. Mr. Christie adds that, if
any doubts remain as to the genuineness
of the letter and as to the fact of the pres-
ence of Scioppius at the execution of Bruno,
they are resolved by Scioppius himself,
who, in one of the best known of his books,
the "Ecoclesiastious,” printed in 1811, and
burned the next year by order of the Par-
liament of Paris, refors to the burning of
Bruno in almost the same words as oc-
curred in the letter addressaed by him to
Rittershusius in 18000 “It  happensd to
me about ten years since at Rome to be a
witness of this memorable obstinaey in
the case of Giordano Bruno of Nola, who,
rather than recant preferred (o be burnt
alive in & blazing fire surrounded Ly mis-
erable fagos’

A remarkable plieos of evidenoe remalus
in the “Correspondence” of Kepler and
Brengger, first printed in 1888 On Noy
30, 1007, Kepler wrote. “Nor was that un-
fortunate Bruno who was burnt (pruris
tostie) at Rome the anly one who held the
opinion that the stars were inbabited
friend Brabeus took the same view " Breng-
gor replind on the th of March, 1008, *Whe,
you write of Chordano Bruno, prunie tostis
| understand you mewn e was burnt (ere.
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the same month, it is written that “on
Thursday morning in the Campo de Fiore,
that wicked Dominican friar of Nola, of
whom mention was made in the last letter,
was burnt allve. A most obstinate heretic,
and having of his own caprice formed
divers dogmas against our faith, and in
particular against the most holy Virgin
and the saints, in which the wretched man
was obstinately determined to die, saying
that he was dying as a martyr, and willingly,
and saying that his soul would asecend
with the smoke into paradise.” We learn
that there has also been discovered in a
book of accounts an entry of the payment
of twenty scudi to the Bishop who performed
the ceremony of the degradation of Bruno.
Mr. Christie submits that the facts here
stated are enough to prove beyond reas-
onable doubt that Bruno was burned alive
a* Rome, and that the genuineness of the
letter of Scioppius is not open to the sus-
picions which have been cast upon it.

In an article on the “Chronology of the
Early Aldines,” attention is directed to
the difficulty encountered by the student
of medimval or Renaissance history who
desired to fix the exact date at which eventa
recorded as of the first three months of
any particular year took place—-a difficulty
due to the different days on which in differ-
ent countries and localitiea the year was
held to commence. In England, for ex-
ample, while time out of mind the historioal
year has boegun on the 18t of January, the
civil, eccleslastical and legal year, until
the end of the thirteenth century, hegan at
Christmas. In the fourteenth century,
however, and down to 1733, when the lagal
vear was ordered to commenoce on Jan. 1,
it began on the 25th of March, and as some
historians used the legal, others the his-
torical year, the date of any event recorded
as happening in the first three months is,
at first sight, a matter of doubt, and often
requres much consideration before it
can be placed in it due order. Two events
are often used to illustrate this point:

The date of the execution of Charles I.
Is sometimes given as Jan. 30, 1648, some-
times as Jan. 30, 1649, and the accession of
William and Mary, sometimes as Feb. 18,
1088, sometimes as Feb. 13, 1680. Where
events are so recent and of such notoriety,
it is easy enough to assign them to their
proper year, But the dates of less notorious
and less important events recorded by
earlier English annalists and the dates
of State papers down to the middle of the
eighteenth century are often hard to ascer-

tain. In France down to 15688 (or 1367)
the confusion wawx still greater. In some
provinces the year began on Christmas

Day: in some, on the 1at of January;in some,
on the 25th of March, and in some, on Easter
movable,
By an edict of Charles 1X ., issued in Janu-
ary, 1563, but not accepted or registered
by the Parliament of Paris until 1507, the
18t of January was fixed as the commence-
ment of the year In ltaly considerable
diversity prevailed. In Rome, Milan and
many other cities, the year began at Christ-
mas, At Florence down to 1740 or 1750,
the 25th of March was New Year's Day;
at Venice, though the common use was to
treat the year as beginning with the 1st of
January, the legal year, which was used in
all public acts and official documents, was
reckoned as beginning on the 1st of March
down to the fall of the} Venetian Republic
in 1797,

It weems that on no point are the his-
torians of Aldus and his press in more
absolute accord than In the assertion that
he used the legal Venetian computation
in the dates contained in hix bhooks and
that, consequently those dated in January
and February in any year, did not in fact,
appear until a year later, according to our
mode of computing the year from the Ist
of January In other words, a book dated
February, 1406, was not issued until Febh-
rary, 1488, new or common stvie, and
nearly a yvear after one dated March, 1485
Mr. Christie discusses the question at con-
siderable length and arrives at the follow-

flug conclusion: *In the first instance,

| when he began to print, Aldus was in doubt

whether to use the Venetian or the ¢
mon reckoning. For the first three o
four books printed by him in the months
of January and February Le probably
used the Vemeulan reckoaing, changing
it, in the single case when he reprinted
a sheet of the book, forthe common st vle,
that, in a large number of
printed subsequently by him
the dates of Junuary or
tainly used the common,
tian reckoning, that in
the third of the 'Ovid,” is
denes of
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the volumes
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and not the Vene-
only one volume
there any ovi
svie being used,
and that we may. therefore couolude thar,
after the years 1485 and 1490, he in general
used the teckoning by  which
the year began on the st of January sl

the Venetian
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and is again absorbed into the scul of the
universe; thus, practically, if not theoreti-
cally, denying the immortality of the in-
dividual soul. Pomponatius went further,
and while adhering to the acholastic method,
propounded speculations not less daring
than those of the eighteenth oentury.
Though neither neglecting nor deaplsing
Averroés, Pomponatius avowed himself
in philosophy a disciple of Alexander of
Aphrodisiag, who admitted not even colleo-
tive immortality, hit simply and absolutely
denied the immortality of the rational
soul. This he did in spite of the bull issued

by Pope Leo X., and dated Dec. 19, 1512,

a bull oondemning those that taught with
Alexander that the individual soul is not
immortal, as well as those who, with Aver-
roée, maintained the dootrines of collective
unity and collective immortality.

It was two years after the issuanca of
this bull that Pomponatius at the age of
84 published his famous treatise on the
“Immortality of the Soul,” in which he
revealed himself as an original thinker,
and laid the foundation of the philosophy
of the Italian Renaissance. This book is
deacribad by Mr. Christie as repulsive in
style and manner. Whatever the novelty
and freedom of its conclusions, it is in form
rigidly scholastic. But, however conserva-
tive in style, in substance it is revolutionary.
The argument amounts to a denial of lm-
mortality as maintained by the Christian
Church.  Pomponatius confessed that, as
a Christian, he believed, but that, as a
philosopher, he did not believe, in the im-
mortality of the soul. He had no desire
to oppose the doetrines of the Church,
but was willing to acquiesce in them, and
was, doubtless, no more an unbeliever than
Leo X. himself or than the latter's Secretary,
Bermmbo. The treatise “De Immortalitate®
was not merely a philosophical disquisition
on the soul and the duration of its life. The
doctrine of a morality antecedent to and
resting on a higher authority than Christian
dogma, and to be followed neither in the
hope of future reward nor the fear of future
punishment, is here for the first time set
forth with a clearness and foroe that we
are accustomed to associate with the phil-
osophy of two centuries later. “The es-
sential reward of virtue,” Pomponatius
says, “is virtue itself, that which makes a
man happy; the punishment of the vicious
is vice itaelf, than which nothing can be
more wretched and unhappy.” Again:
“Suppose one man acts virtuously without
hope of reward, another man, on the con-
trary, with such hope; the act of the second
is not so virtuous as that of the fipst.* He
concludes that “whether the soul be mortal
or immortal death must be despised and
by no means must virtue be departed from,
no matter what happens after deash.”
He admits that the mass of mankind, *brut-
ish and maserialized,” can only be induced
to act virtuously and honestly by the belief
in immortality and in future rewarde and
punishments, and, accordingly, he approves
of the wisdom and prudence of those legis-
lators, whether Christian or other, who
have adopted these hypot heses as the basis
of their ecclesiastical systems

It is not surprising that a work contuine
ing such opinions, notwithstanding the
author's formal submission to the Holy
See, should have at once aroused the in-
dignation of the clergy. At Bologna, ine-
dead, where, sinee 1608, Pomponatius had
bean filling the chair of philosophy, the
treatise was received with admiration,
and neither the university nor the Pope's
Legate, in the firat instance, seemed to
have had any fault 1o find with {t. It
war at Venice that the storm burst forth,
The author was denounced wi vatl vio-
lence from the pulpit, the sale of ine book
was forbidden, and a copy of it was pub-
liely burmmed by order of the Doge. Mr,
Christie points out that the priesis and
monks had good cause for alarm. “What-
ever their real opinions they could not see
without dismay a doetrine attacked upon
which the whole ecclesiastical system
rested. The pious and sincere Christlans,
of whom there were a few even In Italy
al the beginning of the sixteenth century,
conld not fail 1o be shocked, not only at
opinions of Pomponatius upon the
mortality of the soul, but at his irreverent
and sometimes even contempluous treats
went of the language of the founder of
Christianity, and at treating Chiris-
tanity iteelf as If it were mercly onu an
equal footing with other religions of the
world *
the popular feeling was scandalizad. “For
maore than two cepturies Aristotle, 1o the
credit of the Catholie Church be b sald,
had been  recogrised as master of
those that know . he had been considered
alost as & Futher of the Chureh; his doce
trines, at least as interpreted by Aviosnna
and Averrons, hiad beey
those of Christlanity, and his infallibilty
wae no loss assured than that of Augusiine
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There was another point on which |

recanciled with |

| favorable 1

respecis; Pomponatius writes with a bold-
ness and clearness most remarkable, far in
advanoe of his time, and even of his most
enlightened contemporaries, we do not
find in him an absolute freaedom from what
we should now call superstitious ideas
Oocult properties and magical powers,
which he rejects in demons, he finde in the
gtars, in plants, trees and stones, and to
thesa he attributes many of the events
which were ordinarily considered as mira-
oles, or as the work of good or bad spirits
Absurd as seem to us his notions on these
subjects we must remember that all prog-
ress is relative, and that the step from
demons and such supernatural agencies
to plants, animals and stones, represents
a decided and appreciable advance in
knowledge and scientific attainments *

Pomponatiua died on the 18th of May,
1585, in his sixty-third year. He continued
until his death to enjoy the protection
and support of the authorities of the Unie
versity of Bologra, and, although his Italian
biographer treats him as almost a martyr,
Mr. Christie can find no evidenoe to support
this view. That he was violently and bit-
terly attacked in the writings and the pul-
pits of his opponents there is no doubt;
that the fanatios would gladly have seen
him burnt with his book is aqually certain;
but, in fact, he never seen s Lo have bean
in any dar.ger. Had he survived a few
years longer it {8 not imprcbable that a
recantation might have hbeen required
of him, and that, like his friend, Bembo,
the secretary of Ieo X., he might have
been induced to show himself an orthodox
Christian., But the papal reaction had
rcarcely begun when death removed him
from the chance of persecution. The
University of Bologna paid a high tribute
to his honor in its Register of Daoctors,
where it is stated that, by his death, the
institutdon had lost its greatest ornament.

MWH
Stodies In Irish History.

Conspicuous figures in the period of
Grattan's Parliament will be found por-
trayed in the essays published hy Mr. ¢
LitroN FALKINER, under the title of Studies
in [rish History and Biography (Longmans)
Besides a preliminary sketch of the Grattan
Parliament in its relation to Ulster, and
a short account of the French invasion of
Ireland in 1798, the volume contains brief
biographies of Lord Bristol, the eccentric
Earl-Bishop of Derry, of Lord Clare of Cas-
tlareagh, of Willlam Conyngham Plunket,
of Sir Boyle Roche and Thomas Steele.
The author is a Unionist by sympathy and
conviction, but so, for that matter, is Lacky;
both writers try to treat their subjects in a
calm and sober historical epirit. Ne Irish
Nationalist will deny that there is some-
thing to be said for Fitzgibbon and for
Plunket, and Mr. Falkiner persuades uas
also that Castlereagh was not by any means
so black as he has been painted. The
capital weakness of the Grattan Parlia-
ment is hrought out clearly in the essay
on that theme, and the reader will recog-
nize the absurdity of depicting as identical
the Dublin Legislature projectad in Mr.
Gladstone's firat Home Rule bill, and the
legislative body created in 1782, the basis
of which was enlarged Ly the admission
of Catholics to the franchise in 1793, It is
what our author has to say upon this sub-
Jeer and with reference to Castlersagh,
Clare and Boyle-Rocha, to which we shall
here invite the reader's attention,

There ix ample ground for Mr. Falkiner's
doutit whether any political institution
that has ever existad has been the subject
of more extraordinary misconceptions than
the Irish Constitution of 1782. The so-
oalled Grattan Parliament was in no sense
of the word a really representative insti-
tion; from its creation down 1o ite close
It was an assembly representative merely
of an inconsiderable weetion of the Irish
population, for, although in 1793 Catholics
were admitted to the franchise, they had
Lo for Protestant candidates As
the Grattan Parlianent was  filled with
the nonunees of alwentes noblemen, and
was an assembly composed exclusively
of mndlords, placemen and Protestants,
one can understand why English states-
men who assented 1o nominal inde
pendence in 1782, never imagined that i
would constitute a =erious menaoe to the

vole
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huperial unity of the thres  kingdoms
They believed that they were presenting
Irish patriots with & toy. A toy it must

have remalned had the basis upon which
the institution was originally established
been  maintained  The independence of
the Irish Parbament was at all the
same thing the independenoe of the
Irish peeopie intended 1o
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the whole of the eighteenth century was
always an Fnglishman until Lord Clare
was appointed; and Clare's strong Eng-
lish sympathies were notorious when
he received the Seals. The Bishops were
appointed from England, and the Primate,
who then took a not unimportanl part in
political affairs, was™always a personage
connected by close ties with England
In a word, the indepandence of the Parlia-
ment of 1782, thus hpd.nd in h}' all kinds
of restrictions upon any national lmpglm
which might have swayed it, consisted
simply in ita being constitutionally ""'mf“'
to reject the policy recommended to its
adoption by English statesmen. Inas-
much as there never was a majority op-
posed to that policy, the independence
of the Girattan Parliament, for all practical
purposes, went for naught.

While, however, the (irattan Parliament,
as originally constituted, was a hody “'hi_"h
could threaten little danger to imperial
unity, its haracter was liable to be changed
totally as a result of the Relief act of 1703
Mr. Falkiner is not, indeed, so bigoted as
to argue that the admission of Catholics
to the franchise was necessarily a source of
danger to the connection hetween Great
Britain and Ireland. Many of the Catholic
leaders were men of approved loyalty,
and the subsequent proposal of legislative
union with Great Britain had the cordial
support of most of the accredited repre-
sentatives of the Roman Catholie Church.
If, then, the admission of Catholios to the
franchise is regarded as a source of danger,
it was not because the newly enfranchised
voters were Catholics, but hecause they
were anti-English In weentiment. The
massos of the Irish population had never
become reconciled to the rule of the Saxon
invader; they were permeated with an n-
tense spirit of nationalism, which, so long
as they were powerless to give expression
to it, remained a harmless sentiment, but
which, 80 soon as they were placed in a
position to give eflect to it, became a source
of real danger. It was the knowledge of
this fact that convinced Pitt and his.Irish
advisers of the inevitable necessity of a
Union from the moment of the passing of
the Rellef act. They knew that the sham
freedom which might please a people while
they were powerless to secure a more real
liberty would cease to satisfy that people
when the weapon of the franchise was
once placed in their hands. Pitt saw that
demands would ere long be made wholly i1-
conslstent with the arrangement of 1782,
demands that must prove absolutely sub-
versive of the system of management of
Irish affairs from London, and that must
ultimately lead to a dangerous Baﬁ:ruint
movement., In fine, the Union d ite
origin, not in the rebellion of '08, but five
years earlier, in the Catholic Relief act
of 1708,

8o long as one keeps in view the fact that
the Grattan Parliament was an assembly to
which only Protestants were admissible,
one can understand why the legislative
independence of Ireland should have been
80 strenuously upheld by the Protestants
of Ulster, who, throughout the nineteenth
century, were to show themselves no less
strenuous defenders of the Act of Union,
Nowhere during the years immediately
following the creation of the Grattan Par-
llament, was that body regarded with more
enthusiasm than in Belfast. This was
made evident hy some papers brought to
li‘hl in 1808, when an old building, the
White Linen Hall, was demolished to pro-
vide a site for the new City Hall, Among
the documents discovered beneath the
foundation stone was a cutting from the
Belfast Newa Letter of April 25,1753, contain-
ing acopyof the Declaratory aot, by which,
in the year after the concession of an in-
dependent legislature, Great Bntain recog-
nized in terms the claim of Ireland to be
bound only by the laws passed by the
King and Parifament of lreland, and to
have all suits finally decided at home,
without an appeal to kngland. Another
of the documents was a written oue,
couched in the following terms, winch will
sound strange enough to those tamiliar
with the uitra-Unionist attitude main-
tained for the past hundred years by the
Protestant inhabitants of Baifast: * these
{,:Ap"nl were  deposited underneath this

uilding by John McClean and Robert
Bradshaw, with the intent that, if they
should hereafter be found, they may be
an authentic luformation to postenity that,
by the firmuess and unanimity of the Insh
Volunteers, this kingdom (long oppressed)
was fully and complotely emancipated
If in future tines there should e an at-
tempt to encroach upon the liberties of
this country, let our posterity look up
with admiration to the glorious CXAMpie
of their toretathers, who at this tme
formed an army, dependent of govern-
ment, unpaid and sell-appointed, of 80,000
men.  loae discipline, order and regulanty
of which army was looked upon by al
kurope with wonder and astonishiment .’
This document was brought to hght at a
time when the Protestanis of Ulsier wers
celebrating the triumph of the Union, as-
rured, as it was supposed, by the rejection
of M1, Gladstone's Home Kule poiney at
Lhe general election of 1886

Readers of Froude s “ English in Ireland”
will remember that the ngure of Jonn
Fitegibbou, Earl of Clare, struck the imag)
nation of that imperialist historan, and
wis painted with vivid touches of hs piot
uresgue brush  Of Clare's staiesmanship
Mr Lecky hs given s
and thore pnpartal wocount o the pages
of both hstorians, Clare has beeg depiotsd
mainly in those attitudes which hls position
chainpion of authority and govern
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if we except a single occasion in 1821
that year, when he accompanied

In
hi!‘ BOVe
ereign to Dublin, he was greeted in tha
theatre and at the Mansion House with
rounds of cheering, the audience in eac
cape rising to recnive him, while the Duhlin
populacs, wrought to enthusiasm by 11
royal vist, embarrassed Castlereagh «
movements in the strests hy attempling
to chair (he contriver of the Union. Wil
that exception the majority of Irichnie
have constantly regarded with “the irre.
concilable passion of unchangeable hate
the statesinan who suppressed the Robellion
of '8 To them Castlereagh is, in Byron's
language, “a wretch never named but with
curses and jeers.* 0'Connell described hin
#8 the assasain of his country Moora
speaks of the “worst infections™ of Ireland
as “all condensed in him.” Later Irish
writers have compared him to Robespierras,

“whose memory has about it the faine
and siockening smell of hot hlood M
author of this book, on the other hand,

submits that it is scarcely permissible ©.r
even the enthusiasm of angry patriotici to
ienore the dispassionate testimony f Ca.
tlereagh's political antagonists and of

temporary  Irish  patriote, “When he
accused of having provoked the rebel
in order to put it down, it is fair to remen
ber that his persistent detractor, Brougham,
has not onlv acquitted him of the chaige,
but has declarad that Castlereagh set |
self in opposition to those who procured
the retirement of Abercromby and tried o
drive out Cornwallis as too humane in the're
treatment of a treasonable conspiracy
When he isn charged with petty jealouse
of great patriots it is not to be forgotten
that he nrevented the insertion in the report
of the Secret Committes of the House of
Commons on the rebellion of passizes
tending to implicate Grattan in the Unied
Irish conmpiracy. And, when he is repro-
sented ax ruthlessly trampling on the re-
ligious lbarties of hie countrymen, [er it
be rememberad that he was throughout his
carcer, and often in cireumstances wlien
advoracy of the cause was disad vantageona
to hik own prospects, the -eu-n.d\‘ friend of
Catholic emancipation.™ Mr. Falkiner add.
“No Irishman can refuse to hearken to ‘ha
testimony in which the dvine Grattan
nronounced a touching vindication of e
former fos—Don't be hard on Castlersagh;
he loved his country.' "

The comnarative oblivion into which
the renntation and services of Castlereagh
have fallen in Great Britain is in truth ro.
markable. In the whole roll of British
Ministers none has been less foriunate
in respect of posthumous fame. Yet, as
A matter of historica! fact, few Ministore
have left as enduring a mark on both tha
demestic constitution and the external
relations of Great Britain. For the greater
part of hia career Castlereagh ocounied,
firet in College Green and afterward in
Westminster., the most eminent Parlia-
mentary position. It has been the lot of
no other statesman to be the leader of the
House of Commons in the Parliaments of
two kingdoms: and Castlereagh not onle
commanded the allegiance but acqguired
the confidenoce of hoth. Of the place he
oceunied at Westminster FEarl Russell
a political opponent and unfriendly critie
wrote after a Parllamentary experience of
wixty vears that he had never known
two men who had more influence with 1he
Houde of Commons than Lord Castlereagh
and Lord Althorp. Yet, though le wuas
with onlv a brief interruption for twaenty
vears a Minister of the first rank: though
he was the successful competitor against
Canning, the most brilliant politician of
his dav, for the leadership of the Torv
party in the lower Hruse, and thougn
while holding that le:d continuously for
ten vears in the face of a formidabla oppo-
sition, he was the chosen representative of
Great Britain at congresses which settied
the map of Europe, Castlereagh's namae
scarcely counts among the greal nanes
that stand ax landmarks in the political
history of the nineteenth century. Our
author would explain Castlereagh's eclip«s
in the eyes of posterity by the fact that,
though a great party leader and a grea’
executive Minister, he was never, and neva:
tried to be, a teacher of men or one o
knew how to impregnate an old party with
a modern spirit, ar Canning and Disrasl

.
lion

knew. Neither was thare about him s
subtle personal magnetism which oomn-
municates itself to other and opposile

natures, inspiring a following, inspite of
itself, with the spirit of its leader. It is
also to be noted that he had neither wide
reading nor much eeneral information
He was no orator  His efforts at rhetorio
were labored and uninteresting.  Welling-
ton said of him that he could do everythin,
but speak in Parliament. His Irish bu!
long provided topics and targeis for the
sarcasm of political opponents and party
wits. Tom Moore only quoted his actual
expressions when he addressed Castlereagh
thus

Where (still to use your lordship's tropes

e level of gbhedirnce slopes

Upward and downward as the stream

Of bhydra faction Kicks the besrs

Castlereagh's well-known entreaty fo 1/ a
country gentlemen “not to turn their backs
upon themselves™ is among the most 1=
fect examples of an Irish bull
From Castlereagh's Malapropisms (e

transition is a natural one to Rir RBovie
Roche, who survives in popular recollect o
only through his bulls, his blunders sl
his oddities, though in his day in Jrelinid
he seems (o have ococupied 8 conspicu e
social position and to have possessed
siderable political influence. Nor wa-
merely by virtue of his  extraording
facijty for felicitous  Plundering tha '
acquired the reputation of a Parlivme
humorist of the highest order  One | "
reparies  survives disprove ure ’
assertion that a'l Sir Bovie's sayings v+
carefully vlaborated  Curran had of
ol Light somewhal magoiloguen
he nesded ald from no one aed oonld

o
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